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Preface 



In this volume three very useful texts of 
Purvamimamsa are included. 

I* 

Nyayadhvadipika of Sri Vijayindra tirtha briefly 
mentions all the topics presented in the Jaimini Sutra of 
Purvamimamsa. It is not mere listing of these topics. It 
is a crifical presentation pointing out the link and the 
purpose served by each topic. Apparent conflicts are 
also reconciled. Clarity and precision are its merits. 

Upakrama Parakrama by Sri Appayya Diksita argues 
the preferability of Upakrama to Upasamhara. He 
profusly quotes from Purvamimamsa sources in 
support of his theses. 

Upasamhara Vijaya of Sri Vijayindra tirtha refutes 
Appayya Diksita’s claim and affirms the preferability of 
Upasamhara to Upakrama, he peruses through the jungle 
of Purvamimamsa references given by Appayya Diksita. 

The source of this problem is Tarkatandava. Hence, 
we thought that inclusion of the relevent portion from 
Tarkatandava will give a clear picture of this problem. 

A small text of Sankara Bhatta viz. Mimamsa Nyaya 
Sahgraha is also included in this volume for the ready 
reference of Mimamsa Nyayas. 

We thank Raja Giriyacharya and Raja Pavamanacharya 
for providing the manuscripts of Nyayadhvadipika and 
Upasamhara Vijaya. 
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We also thank Vidwan Sheshachala Sharma for 
reading the proof. It is difficult to currectly read the old 
manuscripts. Vidwan Sheshachala Sharma gave valuable 
suggestion in this respect. 

N. Narasimha Rau 

Chairman 
D.V.S.& R.F., B’lore. 



Introduction 



1) Nyayadhvadipika of Sri Vijayindra tirtha is a 
manual of Purvamimamsa. It gives a brief account of all 
the topics in the entire Jaimini Sutras and Sahara bhasya. 
First a broad conspectus of the topics of chapters and 
sections is given. The Jaimini sutrasara arranged in 
twelve chapters, sixty sections and a thousand topics. 
Nyayadhvadipika states these in the same order. In 
addition, the procedural grounds and the grounds for 
particular sequence are stated. It is not a mechanical 
narration. It gives the perspective and the purpose of 
each topic and the sequence. It is technically known as 
In each section, after presenting the topic of the 
section, certain exceptions to the ruling given in the 
section are stated. The conflicts, if any, are resolved, 
ddl4dl}lf - l is answered. References of adhikaranas for all 
these points are given. In a way it is a critical 
presentation of the topics of entire Purvamimamsa. It is 
not mere enumeration of the topics. Keeping this scheme 
and purpose in mind a brief account of the discussion of 
the topics in this manual is given bellow. 

2) Topics of the Chapters 

Chapter I w TRF^t 



Chapter II ^tfrT 
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Chapter III 

Chapter IV ^ 

sM^^TkTCT ?r^WTt ftW: Pl^fWT: 

Chapter V 

Chapter VI Tiff: TTf^K: 

Chapter VII -HWMdl arf^T: 

Chapter VIII f^tW: 3Tf^T: 

Chapter IX >5^: 

Chapter X TTT: 

Chapter XI d^^-3tNM: 

Chapter XII 9TIW: 

After stating the topics of the chapters, the topics of 
each section of a chapter are stated in a systematic way. 

3) In the third chapter 3H^’cd didder is viz. 

are stated in detail. The nature of 
each of these SRTTs is explained with suitable examples. 

It is also stated that among these later is inferior to the 
earlier as per the ^T- l*W<M u IHi W&ft TT 

Nyayadhvadipika gives instances of earlier criterion 
prevailing over the later criterion in all these cases. This 
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is the normal procedure. However, there are some 
exceptions to it. 

For instance, the 3t=|yfcl conveys the of 

to the 3T^Ff of ^<Wri etc. all ^Ns but it has ^TFT^f 
for the of only 5.°^ & 04 ) . Hence it is considered as 

3TW of only 5,°^ 5°^ . This is a case of the criterion of 

f^W prevailing over ^fcT. Similarly the ^frT ^1 Pi ' 

prescribes when the sacrificial vessal is broken. 
However, the scope of this has to be restricted to 

#JWFFPTT^r only by This is an instance of 

UTTTT prevailing over ^fcT. Nyayadvadipika gives 
instances of such exception in respect of all six criterion. 

4) After discussing ^frT etc. six 3i?rc^lTT WTs, their 
and the exception to these, Nyayadhvadipika 
proceeds to discuss six S^fMFTs. 



cftf Pi I 

9jfrT— 3FT— H I <J— ^4T*T— ^5*4 — U 1 fri are the six criteria 

utilised to determine the SiT i.e. order of the items to be 
observed in a sacrificial programme. Nyayadhvadipika 
explains these giving the instances. We may notice three 
instances to have an idea of the method of presentation 
of these. 
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viii 

i) 9jRishH-3T^f: J J ? ; M fcl <{l$Rlc=il 5i$ll u i cfl^^Irl rTcf 

'dfcldK cffit $1<1K rTcT: M (riyt^IcK^ I 

Here the order of is stated by ^f^T. Hence, it 
has to be followed as per SjfcT. 

ii) spfjnr - The word 3T? means purpose. The 
order based on the purpose served is 3PlsMl. 

^ frl , 

Here unless ^TFJJTTTi is made cannot be 

made. Hence, be made earlier to 

though it is stated later. 

iii) y<j(rlsh-H The order based on the first action.. 

For instance for 

etc spfs are prescribed. The order in which these 
are to be observed is not stated. 

Hence, one can start with any item for the first , T3J\ 
This is S^frT. But for other ^s he should follow the 
same order of observing T^s as done for the first T?J. 
This is y^frls^-H . 

Instances for other criteria of order are also explained 
in detail. The of these is stated with suitable 

instances. 

5) After discussing the guideline of Nyayadhva 
dipika states an important point viz. The types of 
injunctions developed in chapter second to sixth. 
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ii) ftjffa 

iii) rpffa $l*l$lfo*IM'H 

iv-v) T Kj4'H£W < i'): y^VlRfay^h^"): : 

vi) 3Tf^Kf^%^: 'bc-WH-T: Pl^Rd: I 

6) In respect of STf^K the following points have to be 
noted : 

i) Woman i.e. J R 7 TH lc R^j' has adhikara jointly with 
WTTT. 

ii) In ^TFT where all priests are H'jIHMs, each gets 
full *+><?5 of the *TFT. 

iii) There is no UfdPlRr for 3Tf£|«hlR, ^cRTT and srfjT 
There is yfdPlRr only for 5°T. 

iv) The , W'ft 0 l^Ri' J ll does not include father etc. 

v) 7*1 't'K and Phic^ihRi are eligible for the sacrifice 
prescribed for them. 

7) After presenting the themes of first six chapters, 

Nyayadhvadipika proceeds to discuss Atidesa stated in 
seventh and eighth chapters. In the seventh chapter the 
instances of and in the eighth chapter the 

instances of f^tnfcT^fT are given. Some special points of 
these are particularly discussed. 3lf^l is based on etc. 



IB 



TTT drm 4l<H I fejt | 

8) In the ninth chapter is discussed. 



X 
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3FPIT *U«KdVl: ^ f^f^RT: I 

9) In the tenth chapter TPJ is discussed. 

TfofW- 

Wit ^PTMT^ I 

Normally TPT is worked out on three grounds viz. 
3T*f<tfh, SK^tT and Urqi^M. But Nyayadhvadipika states 

c. 

several other grounds such as : 

^r4l T^fcRTT: I I^T: , '-K u l '£qV< TPT:, 

ifam 3R:, ^Msb^Nl and so on. 

The three types of TTT mentioned earlier are 
applicable only in respect TTT of U'J'Rl items in R^fcl. 
However, the concept of TFT has much wider 
application. Keeping this fact in view Nyayadhvadipika 
has worked out the above types of TPT 

10) In the eleventh chapter <FT and 3TTTPT are 

discussed. <F=T is three types viz. and 

3FJ5FT rF’T. 

i) consist of 3TT^T etc. six TFTs. However 
■wlV-H'+ttf is one for all these. This is Ti’FF^. 

ii) and prescribed for w are 

comman. Hence, this is an instance of 



iii) At with reference to ^ of STjftTPftT, 
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Wffa and 3TpR-T ^ftfcT' f¥^f: *£T: 

11) 3TTTTT is seperatc observation of 3fW for each item. 
This has to be done when ^T, 'Wtf and Ticft are different. 

TT J ^l+W+j[uii cf=T T I 

i) jpFT: m I 

ii) TT^FTcT fofqfo 3TWT ^ 

Hi) I 

12) In the twelvth chapter SRTW is discussed. An item 
that is observed for the sake of one. Serving the other 
also is 3RTW I 

nci^Rn^iTn^lH'M: I This 9W is of three 
types i) 3TJ2TTCW ii) iii) ^TT^tW. 

i) T^<Ul4l I^HK: 3Q8HJKItf: I 

ii) ^JT 'T^FftlW: I 

iii) 'H'Jt'liRRr: sH^J u tl tHdl4<)Rfd sf»4 14^11^1 

3M: 5TT^IW: I 

The above brief summary of Nyayadhvadipika will 
reveal the following points. 
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i) A brief summary the topics discussed in twelve 
chapters is given. 

ii) Each topic is critically examined. 

iii) Exceptions are noted. 

iv) Aparent conflicts are resolved. 

This manual though small gives deeper insight into 
Mimamsa thought. 
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1) Upakrama Parakrama is a work of Sri Appayya 
Diksita a welknown scholar of Advaita Vedanta and 
Purvamimamsa. In this work he upholds the preferability 
of the statement at the commencement of a discourse 

to that of a statement at the close (^RT^K). 
When there is a conflict between the two Upakrama 
statement be taken in its i.e. primary meaning, and 

the Upasamhara statement in 7 ft 1Qr TPf and the two 
statements be reconciled. 

2) This view is supported by two instances viz. 




In it is stated at the commencement 

I 3 $: at the 

close it is found that 3%: 3%: ¥TRT. 

Here the question arises whether '3%^T etc are enjoined 
with reference to individual and ^TFT^ or with 

reference to and I n the former case 

etc have to be observed with reference individual 
etc. wherever these occur, and in the latter case these 
have to be observed only in respective Here is a 
conflict between tfHstH and statements. 



This is solved by preferring tftstw statement that 
refers to ^ and taking the words etc in the 
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statement also in the sense etc. by <T§FTT. The main 
ground for preferring the statement is that at that 

stage there is no conflict as the position is not yet 

presented. This is technicaly known as 3RNTT f^TTT. 

3) After stating the prefarability of 'ciMsb-H r Upakrama 
Parakrama quotes the view of those who hold the view 
that RTETITIT is preferable. 3HstH which occurs first needs 
explanation when there is conflict. Therefore it is 

while 'TiRT^K is has to be comprehended 

in the light of ot iK°MM. 

wnw i 

5WM Wc4cT TPTRT fc4T# 

rPTT^#TT^I 3^TNTf^TTt 

sH^ri^f^T 3wFff)«h^| 

Wg Id R<lRlr=lld s yN^4d TT 

I 3Rlt •i'ImsMIW TR<rT I 

4) After presenting the view of TR^TTTf^. 

Upakrama Parakrama argues that i.e. also 

can be and i.e. can be °'-IK 0< d'4. 

WT^TTWTcT I Wt 

3T^THT ?rqi^r WT^fTqrft' ^TTWTr^RT^I 
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|^iiiRH<°dK^H^r=ii^ i rR^ RTTcftrT'R 5 # <rrr 
5 Wiwwhwpr;i 

5) This contention of Upakrama Parakrama is rejected 

by SW^Kf^TT of Sri Vijayindra tlrtha. Unless is 

available cannot take place. Hence that which 

occurs first i.e. 'dHshd, has to be taken as 

3TT|T: ^k e 44hR J MGi fedT °dk<*ild y-MpkAd 

rTT Wf TT oq|<eJ)^d *zfcfi|4: I ftfedim*H<#INi <R% 

SPJdlH Raided ld[ I 

'^dTTT dRPTHT | °MK° 4 II^ > : °TR^T 

3T^nf^ ?i®4hRqfdym«i *1 c=iir l 

ii) TT WT 4cHiq) TT 

°*fK*kJsf$R4 j ifR tdinR^t: mdsMH 3wm«)R 

3T4sf)HI^R u l JIPIKJiTftd I 

6) Upakrama Parakrama quotes 3idniRidvt u l as 

supporting ^W^TOTR^ and rejects it. In 3fdni|q^ u l the 
statement ^d’dl: 3l4Al: ^c^lfd’ occurs in the injunction 
at the commencement. This means anointment may be 
made by any oil. However, in dl'H^h it is stated that ^ft 
% By this the scope of the general statement is 

restricted to the anoiting by ghee. This is a case of 
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7) Upakrama Parakrama quotes as 

supporting and rejects it. 

The injunction enjoins offering ^ 

without specifying any particular 'TfJ. But in the 

TTRT 31^^. *S>I J I is specified. This is another 
instance of !TH<rT. 

d<5yM^lRi'lvt u l and are also quoted in 

support of 

8) Stating view Upakrama 

Parakrama argues that in these instances only 

provides the particular requirement. It does not totally 
reject the statement of 3HshH. 

ii) 4t «H<fW flWHH » ¥ f^FR#T fW 

'toRidT (^TFTgTT) 

iii) 3Rto T: dMI<ld*T: I 3T#T 

9) In the injunction ^tf^FTT to4)4l4 I The 

word ^ is not taken in the sense of because of 
Wpi^f, ^ is not of the nature of to^TT. 



to to TtoFTP-^to^ T dT: 



Introduction 



XVII 



I I T^R 3 T I 3TFFWTT l^'l 

31 1 y Id 4ft <1 1WW: | 

10) points out that these are not merely 

instances of but these are the cases of 

^Hsh-H to be resolved by '3W^TT. 

i) 3TfcfT ^ dMsMlW #^4^ I 'Sf^TT: ?t4tT: 
‘ W: yWMVH 3#F- 

11) tJcw4)4M4 #^ri4c4 ftrq; 1 

11) Upakrama Parakrama quotes the view of 

=l I R'l that i.e. occurance of later is the ground 
of tfWi$KJII«M. In this respect 3H-4i<lft<M u HIN is 
utilised. In 3n'4^ifq<M u l it is stated that at '->4)lrl4lH. 

Ts^RTT UWftfT and 3P^| are required to move 
holding the end of the cloth of each in that order. In this 
process if from 3£Mls hand the cloth slips, then the 
sacrifice should be completed without giving any 
dakshina. If it slips from the hand of Tfrfdf, , «4V c ldRi u ll 
be given. When the slip takes place one after the other 
the question arises which of the course be followed. It is 
ruled that the latter course be followed. That is 
^Ri u ll be given. This ruling is of the nature of being 
prefered to In the present case is TT while 

'dHsh'H is q4. Hence 'SWfjTC be prefered to 3nshH. 
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3T*35 RWrcTT 3T^R^- U'WldK^ldl ^RTT t Stf^^rdlR- 
sFf'T 37^TfW y^TT J^-% Tfc sP^TT 3HIW 

d^T dfrftrldt: yH&rWl: ‘df^ 3?JdT 
dfT: : df^ jfrT^df STTfestft^ ti44dtl ^ I<1_ I 

3Kfa u w4^fa u ll*M^H4l: Idt'^il: TIFT 

'idT^d'Id-tRi ftw^TtAMd R^iPdd^i 

12) Quoting the Uhe'Hdlf^’ls view as stated above 

Upakrama Parakrama argues that. In a sentence later portion 
conveys its meaning connected with the meaning of the 
earlier portion only. In the present case 3W^TC can convey 
its meaning only as connected with the meaning of tfHsMt. 
To achieve this position. ^FTT has to be resorted to 'TTdljTC 
only when there is a conflict between the two. 

i) T j#^idi4'e : ii44ld'tic=i'^=i <^<-mRi- 
Ri^ddl 

ii) ^FTT- 
T^Tdt fodT J^TFf dfaTCF'Hd 1^ I 

13) Upasamhara Vijaya points out that the 

comprehencen of statement arises before its 3F3T 

with dHshH statement. When it proceeds to get connected 
with the conflict is realised. This necessitates v^FTT 

for dHsM statement. 

i) T<c4d 3W- 

TfWdtWTT^I 
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ii) 4T 4T 

^H^mlnP^dhii^K hHisiiHM-dl ^mwididj 

14) In support of two adhikaranas viz. 

and 3T^ffrm^rfto4 are quoted. 

Upasamhara Vijaya points out that in ^lH 5 tiHlfq'M IJ l 
the statement in 'JWl is prefered to that of 3W1TTC. 
However, the ground for this preference is not 
tfMshHU Mc'H. There is 3P-4W i.e. frequent mention of a 
point. In the present case of 3%^: etc. is 

frequently stated, the criterion of SRHI’d is superior to 
Thus it is a case of preference of SPRRl to that 
of but not that preference of to that of 

45 ^ 'dRi 1 Ri c h< u i ftfrr ?fcT i i^- 

TRFTT I 3WT T4T ^T: 3Rn4nT 

31^: 3TTf^TTT *TP#c[: fcR^rW: 3F4RI?T 

15) In ^TWfrra^Tf^TT in 3HshH it is stated that 

iHNpl who had made should perform TRFtfe. In 

the 'SW^R it is stated that he who received 3T4s has to 
perform this 

i) 3Wf 3P^: MTTt: 

3T^T3: I 
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ii) TT I srfrPj^RftfcT 

yfclii^W I T: y Idti^s^/JcT ^FPTNTfcT tflR 
yfcltii^fd °^H^Hrl I 



Upasamhara Vijaya does not dispute the position of 
^IcJ: sRid-i^cq but its ground is not its mention in vSMsh-H 
but its being an ST^TFT. ST^TFT has to be performed by 
the same person who performs UTRTFT. Therefore this 
adhikarana also does not support 



=TTft 3T^y cR# -iIhs^-H 1^ l\ u l TTJ- 

Rfeftfr Rpk: ^T?5^rT- 

| TST ^cfT: ^ft ^k^TT ffcT fterfcT I ^ft: 

3TW ^IcfT T I f^k: T J 

I 



16) After discussing the problem of tfHshdyMc^ or 
'dM^'^Ky l«lH with reference Purvamimamsa adhikaranas 
Upakrama Parakrama discusses this problem with 
reference to some adhikarana of Vedanta Sutras such as 
d^-diyRiyc^Rl+^T, T : ^RktWf^rkTiT I T, MlR^Rm 1 ^ and 

In Upakrama Parakrama claims that the 

large number of attributes stated in <SMst>d establish 
W^fcTof 3TTOT. 
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TOW 

Pi'jfTni I 

But Upasamhara Vijaya points out that dm^h- 

ilPlHlRdMi fewnr ?fat ^Icdl^ WTOMH 3TTWT- 

WW#k: I f^5 

rawwi; i 

17) The problem or TRRR was 

already discussed by Sri Vyasatirtha in n4m i u -s<d and 
, dH'd'4lRi c M u l of dlrddlPsHil. However, Appayya Diksita 
raised it again in his tfHshdH'tlsbd. He is well -versed in 
Purvamimamsa, consequently he has quoted extensively 
from Purvamimamsa adhikaranas. In this vast jungle of 
Purvamimamsa, one is likely to miss the main issue. There 
is a lot of beating the bush also. However &ri Vijayindra 
tirtha skillfully separates the wade and focuses on the main 
issues. He reveals his deeper knowledge of Purvamimamsa 
and out wits Appayya Diksita on crucial points. 

Both extensively quote each other. It is a carefully 
recorded debate on this topic. 

A study of these two texts will provide deeper insight 
into Purvamimamsa. 

Mahamahopadhyaya 
Prof. K.T. Pandurangi 

Former Prof, of Sanskrit, 
Bangalore University. 

Hon. Director, Dvaita Vedanta 
Foundation, Bangalore. 
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Sri Vijayindra tirtha’s Upasamhara Vljaya 

-Vidyabhusana Dr. B.N.K. Sharma 

The name of Sri Vijayindra Tirtha (1539-95) stands 
for great intellectual vigor and independence of thought 
in the history of Post-Vyasaraya polemics in Dvaita 
Literature. A scholar personally taught and trained by the 
great Vyasafaya himself, Vijayindra was in every sense 
of the term, a chip of the old block. Many and varied 
have been his contributions to Sanskrit literature, in the 
realms of religion and philosophy, no less than in those 
of Kavya, Nataka and Alamkara. The versatility of his 
genius and equipment was something that had to be 
reckoned with, by his compeers and critics. Over 104 
works, large and small, have been authentically ascribed 
to him. More than half of this number is happily 
traceable, or is known thro references, while a good 
many are preserved in manuscripts. 

There is no doubt that his works had served a timely 
purpose in silencing the critics of Madhvasiddhanta, like 
the famous Appayya Diksita, Nrsimhasarma and 
Tatacharya, who had found their tongues and their pens, 
after the demise of the great Vyasaraya. But the non- 
publication of many of Vijayindra’s works, had given a 
handle to cheap critics, in modern times, to assert that 
they were of little or no merit, after all. (The late) Sri Dr. 
H.K. Vedavyasacharya and Sri Raja Gururajacharya, both 
closely connected with the Pontifical Successor of Sri 
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Vijaylndra, had conceived the happy idea of publishing 
all the available works of Vijayindra. They started the 
series with the “Bhedavidyavilasa” (1947) which is a 
close critique by Vijayindra of the Bhedadhikara (Critique 
of Difference) of Nrsimhasarma. A few other 
controversial works of Vijayindra were also 
subsequently published. 

Now comes the present work “Upasamhara Vijaya” a 
work on Purvamimamsa technique, criticising the thesis 
of the interpretative ascendancy of the “Upakrama” 
(initial statement) in case of conflict, over the 
“upasamhara” (concluding part), in a textual whole. This 
question is of vital importance in the scheme of textual 
interpretation of Veda and Vedanta. The followers of 
Sankara have sponsored the superiority of the 
Upakrama over the Upasamhara, claiming for it the 
august sanction of the Purvamimamsa Sastra itself. Sri 
Madhva, has however, held in his writings that the seven 
Tatparyalihgas are to be viewed as possessing an 
ascending order of merit. He claims the authority of the 
Brahmatarka for his stand. 

As Madhva’s view was obviously at variance with the 
opinion of the Advaitic schoolmen who were supposed 
to follow faithfully the traditions of the Mimamsakas 
( 04 i c l^K 41TT:) it had to be vindicated sooner or later by 
the followers of Madhva, in the light of evidences 
accepted by both the parties. It was the great Vyasaraya 
who took the bull by the horns for the first time, in his 
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Tatparya-Chandrika and Tarkatandava, wherein he had 
tried to demonstrate, in the light of accepted canons of 
Purvamimamsa that the thesis of “Upasamhara 
prabalya” (tfHshHlRfrtffMl referred to by 

Madhva, was by no means a new fangled idea of his 
own; but that it had the clear sanction and support of the 
Purvamimamsa §astra and its authentic expositors. 

For the time being Vyasaraya’s treatment of the topic 
sufficed to silence the objections of critics. But after his 
demise, critics like Appayya Diksita reopened the issue. 
One of Appayya’s works, the “Upakrama-Parakrama,” 
was a downright denunciation of Madhva’s theory. The 
Diksita uses all sorts of arguments, including satire, to 
ridicule the thesis of Upasamharaprabalya as a topsy- 
turvy process. 

Sri Vijayindra Tirtha has given a dignified reply to the 
Diksita’s criticisms, in the present work. His tone is 
elevated and the treatment of the subject, strictly 
objective. He never descends to personal invectivs. The 
work shows Vijayindra’s depth of erudition in 
Purvamimamsa and his great logical penetration and 
ready resourcefulness to meet his adversary on his own 
ground. Appayya’s remarks and rejoinders are faithfully 
quoted and effectively met. The cogency of the 
arguments could naturally, be appreciated only by those 
who are well-posted with the Mimamsa adhikaranas and 
the technicalities of their nyayas and Visayavakyas. The 
lay reader may find it difficult to “see the point” of these 
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abstruse and seemingly endless arguments and their 
niceties. Nevertheless, Vijayindra has tried to emphasise 
certain broad principles in support of Madhva’s stand, 
which could be understood by all. 

(1) The Upasamhara stands in the relation of a 

“Vyakhyana” (explanation), to the Upakrama which is to 
be viewed as the (what is to be explained). 

(2) JrTT: II A 
text whose precise import is to be fixed, has naturally to 
be interpreted in consistency with that whose sense and 
validity are established (viz., the 

(3) The part of the text that interprets an earlier part, 
in a given whole, is syntactically to be viewed as 
logically subsequent to the other ( o( lK 0< iM'W 
WrRr^WT). 

(4) The syntactic relation of cannot 

be reversed at will. It must needs be based on a certain 
criterion. This criterion, in Vedic texts, says Vijayindra, 
must be the “Upakrama” which is prima facie “given” in 
traditional recitation : 3W TT *=fl<t>i4: I 

(5) The Vedic texts are not Pauruseya and cannot be 
deemed to have an intentional sequence of ‘vyakhyana’ 
and ‘vyakhyeya,’ as in human utterances, the same 
principle of inner harmony that justifies the presence of 
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the imperative in Vedic injunctions, may be deemed to 
account for the natural order of in their 

statements. 

(6) Even in respect of non-Scriptural texts where the 

order of is whimsical, there is such a 

thing as the “sense order” (arthakrama) which is more 
binding and has precedence over the word-order 
(pathakrama), which would easily decide the nature of 

in cases of doubt. 

(7) The only difference between Vedic and secular 
texts is that while in the former the text order as given, is 
purely (StS.til*?), governed by ‘unseen merit’ in the latter 
it is optional, (aicchika). But this makes absolutely no 
difference to the principle of regulating the 
“vyakhyanavyakhyeyabhava” and its implications. 

(8) What is of doubtful import ( tt ) and 

“given” at first must thus be accepted 

as the “Vyakhyeya” (to be clarified) in the light of what 
follows. The “Upakrama” satisfies this criterion and so 
is to be invariably treated as the “vyakhyeya” (to be 
interpreted). There is clear possibility of TT4 cT 

(room for doubt) about the precise import, in the case of 
terms like and in the texts that 

constitute the subject-matter of the Vedopakramadhi- 
karana, Asvapratigraheshtyadhikarana, and Syenadhi- 
jarana respectively, in which the Upakramanyaya has 
been pressed into service, by the others. 
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II 

Vijayindra shows that the counter thesis of 
“Upakramaprabalya” is really a shallow one, resting on 
the mere accident of “priority” of enunciation which is 
not necessarily a logical consideration. The contention 
that at the stage of the Upakrama, (when the eye does not 
meet the Upasamhara) there is or can be no conflict with 
the Upasamhara and that therefore, the Upakrama could 
be vested with precedence and primacy to the extent of 
imposing a secondary sense on the 

Upasamhara, is to say the least, trivial. To vest the 
“Upakrama,” simply because it is the “Upakrama” (and 
on no other criterion) with a primary sense and 

apply a secondary sense (v^nT) to the Upasamhara, in 
order to square it up with the Upakrama, does not rest 
on any valid material or logical grounds at all, and 
cannot therefore be taken seriously. The relation of 
which the Dvaita thinkers have made 
out, on the other hand, between the Upasamhara and the 
Upakrama (upon which they base their thesis of 
Upasamharaprabalya) and the logical ascendancy of the 
“Vyakhyana” over the “Vyakhyeya,” are both substantial 
principles of thought and interpretation, which have a 
greater binding force and claim to our acceptance, in the 
solution of this question “Which is superior, ‘Upakrama’ 
or the Upasamhara?” Vijayindra incidentally clarifies 
another point that what is meant by saying that the 
“Upasamhara” overrides the “Upakrama,” is that the 
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latter would be subjected to a slight depreciation of 
meaning : •HN Hit'll l d^l+lP§-dl^ 
d*l e l'W II and not certainly an utter negation as in 

“Badha” (sublation). It is rightly pointed out by him that 
“Badha,” has been explained in various senses in the 
Purvamimamsa Sastra, consistent with the self-validity of 
the Veda. 

Ill 

The next and most important contribution made by 
Vijayindra is to prick the bubble of “Upakramanyaya” 
having been applied at all, in respect of the well-known 
Adhikaranas of the Purvamimamsa like (1) the 
Vedopakramadhikarana (2) the Asvapratigrahestyadhi- 
karana etc. The discussion carried out by him here, 
should really be an eye-opener to many a 

Purvamimamsaka and Advaitin who assume that it is on 
the strength of the Upakramaprabalyanyaya that the 
ruling has been given in these adhikaranas. Vijayindra 
contends that there is no evidence in these two 
adhikaranas, of the Upakramanyaya, as such having been 
employed to arrive at a decision of the import. This 
contention is however likely to be misconstrued by 
many a socalled Mimamsaka as being tantamount to a 
flouting of the received interpretation of these 
adhikaranas. But it is not so. Neither Vyasaraya nor 
Vijayindra, denies here that the net result of the two 
adhikaranas (^WTTte?T and is that the 
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“Upakrama” prevails over the “Upasamhara,” in the 
finale. But what they insist upon, however, is that this 
conclusion, is reached, not on the ground of 
as against as such, as contended by the Advaitins 

and some Mimamsakas (?); but on entirely different 
criteria (which have been clearly explained by Vijayindra, 
in the work under notice). The interesting fact is that the 
result (attained in the two adhikaranas in question) is the 
same; but the process by which it is reached, is not thro 
Upakramaparakrama! Vijayindra has argued this point 
with great force and a convincing array of reasons. He 
indicates the relevant “nyayas” (other than Upakrama- 
prabalya) such as sp-TRT and etc., which are 

applicable and are shown to have been applied, as a 
matter of fact in these cases. He also cites, following 
Vyasaraya, the authoritative Mimamsaka works like 
Tantraratna, Vartika etc., and yajnika practice, in support 
of his exposition. He also shows, in passing, the 
limitations of Appayya’s knowledge of Yajnika-Acara 
and genuine Mimamsa traditions. He also reinforces his 
position of “Upasamharaprabalya” with reference to the 

etc. He concludes by pointing 
out that a blind acceptance and exaltation of the 
Upakrama as such over the Upasamhara, in the absense 
of and without other logical criteria, would defeat and cut 
at the very root of all textual investigation (Vimarsa) : 
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“First come first served” might be all right for 
gastronomical treats; but hardly a sane or sound 
principle to be followed in Vakyartha Mimamsa! 
Vijayindra carries on equally learned discussions on the 
other adhikaranas, like etc., to 

reinforce his thesis that the Upasamhara as 
“Vyakhyana,” has regulating authority over the 
Upakrama viewed as “Vyakhyeya.” These recondite 
discussions could only be appreciated by a close 
acquaintance with the technicalities of the subject. The 
general trends of this important contribution of 
Vijayindra, set forth here, in this brief Introduction, 
would it is hoped, suffice to demonstrate the sweet 
reasonableness of Madhva’s thesis : 
syTl(lTK*i II which both §ri Vyasaraya and his eminent 
disciple Vijayindra have undertaken to establish with facts 
and figures, in the light of accepted texts and traditions 
and nyayas of the Purvamimamsakas and in which, any 
unprejudiced scholar will agree, they have succeeded. 

I deem it a great privilege, in introducing, a great 
work of $ri Vijayindra Tirtha. 

fT: I 

^i^hni tttt ii 
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